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reputation for the king who made such assignments. On the
contrary, as several south Indian inscriptions show, oppressive
charges when remitted have been recorded to have enhanced the
popularit7 of the monarch and made him famous. The udrahga was
consequently, like the uparikara, an essentially State charge imposed
on the produce of land and recovered evidently from those who had
a proprietory right in the soil and there is no evidence to prove that
it -was in any form or at any time an oppressive impost.
The revenue from fines also has been a source of State income
from early times. This fact has been mentioned in the Artiu&tislm1
and must have been current during the reigns of Samudra G-upta
and his son Candra Gupta II, although their epigraphs do not men-
tion it. This inference can be asserted with confidence because
Fa Hien avers that in the Middle Kingdom (Madhya-desa) *' criminals
are simply fined, lightly or heavily, according to the circumstances
(of each case)"3. Though Fa Hien's evidence is not always reliable
as will be shown later, this observation of his appears to be correct,
for it can be confirmed by epigraphic evidence. This source of
revenue, as stated in the Khoh copper plate grant of Maharaja
Hastin, is simply called coravarjam, meaning literally *' with the
exception of thieves" while it is more explicitly explained in line 14
of the Khoh copper-plate grant of Maharaja Jayanatha, dated A. D.
496-97. Here occurs the expression coradanda-varjam^ implying
clearly that it meant a fine imposed on thieves. Fines also seem to
have been imposed on ploughs and water-pots, as can be seen from
the Khoh copper-plate grant of Maharaja sSarvanatha, dated A. D.
516-17*. The reason for such a charge cannot be made out, but its
remission shows that it was evidently not acceptable to the common
tax-payer. Pines were also recovered for the ten offences, which
were christened as the three sins of the body, four of speech and
three of the mind.5
The Ccrta-Bhata ofBcers were forbidden to enter a gifted agrahara
owing to the fear that they would harass the inhabitants therein
by exacting probably unauthorized dues. These were considered
mischief makers (drohaka) and were also fined, as can be noticed
from the Khdh copper plate grant of Maharaja Sarhksobha, dated
A. P. 528-29*
1 Kautalya Arthasastra, Bk. IV, Ch. X, pp. 254-56; also see. Ibid., Ch. I, pp. 226-31,
3  Fa Hien, op. cit.t p. 43.
8 Fleet, op. at, (27), p, 124, text, p. 122,
4  Ibid., (30), p. 134.
5  7W&, (39), p, 189,- (46), p. 218,
6  Ibfa, (25), p. 115.